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REMARKS 

Claims 1, 3-8. 10-23 and 25-29 are pending in the application. Claims 1, 3-8, 10- 
23 and 25-29 were rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103 (a). 

Rejection Under 35 U.S.C. 6 103 fa) 

Claims 1. 3-6, 9-15 and 22 were rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103 (a) as being 
unpatentable over U. S. Patent Number 6.608.891 issued to Pelletier on August 19, 
2003 in view of U. S. Patent Application Number 2003/0161297 issued to Noda dated 
August 28. 2003. 

Applicants respectfully traverse this ground of rejection for the following reasons. 
Applicants' claim 1 recites, 

"one or more application server components which cooperate with the service 
control component through employment of a Session Initiation Pr otocol to establish one or 
more data streams between the service control component and the one or more 
application server components to provide the one or more services." 

First, as stated in the Final Office Action, Pelletier does not teach or suggest this 
limitation. Moreover, applicants note that Noda does noj teach or suggest the limitation 
either. 

Second, Noda discloses signaling communication (SIG. C.) components which 
applicants believe the Examiner equates to applicants' service control component. Also, 
Noda discloses a multimedia communication (MM. C.) relay server which applicants 
believe the Examiner equates to applicants' application server components. 

Applicants agree that Noda discloses Session Initiation Protocol. More 
specifically, Noda discloses SIG. C. components 1141 to 1144 which handle signaling 
communication with the external network terminals 240 to 270 over Transmission 
Control Protocol (TCP) or Session Initiation Protocol (SIP). However, SIG. C. 
components 1141 to 1144 handle signaling communication with the MM. C. relay 
server 120 over the TCP, as stated in paragraph 0078. In other words, Node's SIG. C. 
components 1141 to 1144 cooperate with MM. C. relay s erver 120 through employment 
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^jCPjr^Lmn^P. Thus, Node, similar to Pelletier, is missing the "one or more 
applicatton server components which cooperate with the service control component 
through enjoyment of a Session Initiation Protocol to establish one or more data 
streams between the service control component and the one or more app.icat.on server 
components to provide the one or more services" elements, as recited in applets 

da ' m Therefore the proposed combination of Pelletier and Node does no* teach or 
suggest all of the limitations in applicants' claim 1, and therefore claim 1 is allowable 
over the proposed combination. Since claims 3-6. 10-22 and 27-29 depend from 
allowable claim 1 , these claims are also allowable over the proposed combinafon. 

.ndependent claims 23 and 26 each have a limitation similar to that of 
independent claim 1. which was shown is not taught by the proposed combination of 
Pelletier and Node. For example, claim 23 recites -establishing commun,catK>ns 
between one or more service control components and one or more application server 
components through a Session Initiation Protocol to establish one or more data streams 
based on the information-, and claim 26 recites "means in the one or more med,a for 
providing, by one or more service control components communicating with one or more 
application server components, one or more services to one or more telephony devices 
on a call through employment of a Session Initiation Protocol to establish one or more 
data streams between the one or more service control components and the one or more 
application server components". The proposed combination of Pelletier and Node does 
not teach or suggest these limitations for the above-mentioned reasons. Therefore 
claims 23 and 26 are likewise allowable over the proposed combination. Since dam 25 
depends from claim 23. this dependent claim Is also allowable over the proposed 
combination. 
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Conclusion 

It is respectfully submitted that the Office Action's rejections have been overcome 
and that this application is now in condition for allowance. Reconsideration and 
allowance are, therefore, respectfully solicited. 

In view of the above amendments and remarks, allowance of all claims pending 
is respectfully requested. If a telephone conference would be of assistance in 
advancing the prosecution of this application, the Examiner is invited to call applicants' 
attorney. 



Respectfully submitted. 




Carmen B. Patti 
Attorney for Applicants 
Reg. No. 26,784 



Dated: July 21, 2008 

Patti, Hewitt & Arezina, LLC 
Customer Number 47382 



PAGE 4/4 * RCVD AT 



7/21/2008 12=18:53 PM [Easten, DayUght Tttnel ■ 8VR:U8I»TC«FXRF^1S ■ OW8:2738300 ■ C 8l D:13123462810 • DURATION (mn«s):0M8 



